Motivation for Writing a Paper
When I give a talk of any kind, my opening slide consists of a title to the talk, my name, my current places of appointment and the label Discombobulator. The latter is an American word, meaning someone who disturbs, upsets or disconcerts. I tell my audience I will give as honest a view as I can of my subject matter, no matter if it disturbs etc.
The second feature of any talk I give is the purpose of my bothering to perform at all. When I ask my colleagues the purpose of a lecture, they often give some dreadfully dull responses. My view is as follows: a lecture is an opportunity to take a group of people on a journey of my choice; on the journey, I tell a story; if at the end of the journey people are still listening to my story, I know I succeeded. Confirmation for me is to see people leaving the lecture, holding animated conversations with other members of the audience about the ideas I have discussed in the lecture. I like to make people think. You may not care for this definition, since you may be using the words Information Systems to mean something quite different. So let me offer:
"Information Technology in Use"
as being at the fundamental core of the problems associated with the automation of business, government and other economic and social systems. Why do I think it is fundamental? Because the implication of the "in Use" part of the definition is that this automatically includes consideration of the users of the systems, without whom the Information Technology could not be in use. And, when considering the users in combination with the Information Technology, it implies that at different points in time you will get a different view of the combination of the Information Technology and the way the users are using it to handle the operations of the organisation concerned at different points in time. In other words, the usage of the I.T. is dynamic, not static, and so "I.T. in Use" is timedependent, and therefore such a system cannot be built, it necessarily develops according to the way it is used.
If we examine Information Technology as a separate subject, we can speculate how to build such a system. If we look at users as a separate subject, then maybe we can speculate (through HCI or social psychology) how users can perform better. But neither approach will be addressing the fundamental issues concerning the combination of subjects suggested by "I.T. in Use". So from a research perspective, whilst there is nothing wrong with studying either of the two subjects independently, more benefit to society is more likely to come from the study of the combination. All specialists can contribute to the real problems of the world, without having to lose their subject identity. And what of the practitioners? "Information Technology in Use" is exactly the problem the practitioner faces, so experience suggests that far from being confused by the expression, in practice it has been found to be an effective short hand towards a common understanding of the underlying nature of the issues arising. In fact, this turns out to be true for any conversation about real world systems.
"Information Technology in Use" is a description of the basic nature of real world systems, but it would be helpful to give this a name. I would suggest that "information Systems" is a grand name, so that we have:
"Information Systems is I.T. in Use"! If this expression gains wide acceptance, then maybe more research will be into real problems rather than the plethora of research being conducted in some theoretical fantasias (as evidenced by the papers published on Information Systems in academic journals). 
Simple is Best

